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Mehmed 'All, the formidable and recalcitrant Pasha of Egypt, as an
indirect method of exerting pressure upon the European neighbours
of Prance from another quarter, finds its parallel in the rumours,
which were heard in 1933, of a secret understanding between a
National-Socialist Germany and a militarist Japan.
This parallel goes far enough to indicate that the upheaval in
Germany in 1933 was to some extent a predictable, and in so far a
normal, event; and also that this event was perhaps not so fatally
inimical to the maintenance of peace as at first sight it appeared to
be. The July Revolution of 1830 in France had shown that a victory
in a General War is a wasting asset which cannot be expected to last
much longer than fifteen years; but it had also shown that the expiry
of the victory was not bound to result in a renewal of the war; for
in this instance, at any rate, the alarums and excursions came to
nothing, and, in spite of the war-scares of 1830 and 1839, the reign
of Louis Philippe was both reasonably long and decidedly pacific.
In so far as this parallel went, it was of good augury for the regime
of Adolf Hitler—the twentieth-century Austrian leader of the German
lower middle classVho may be taken as, in some sense, a counterpart
of the nineteenth-century bourgeois King of the French, Morpho-
logically, these two historical figures correspond with one another in
a certain measure; but the vast difference in the temper which they
displayed in themselves and aroused in their fellow-countrymen shows
that, beyond the likenesses in the two situations, there were certain
profoundly different features.
The historian has to account for the vastly greater violence of the
German temper in 1933; and he may seek to explain it by any one
of several different considerations, or by a combination of them all.
He may have recourse to the dogmatic racialism which was the creed
of Herr Hitler himself, and may assume that the furor Teutonicus
was the parochial form of original sin among the inhabitants of the
German Reich within the frontiers bequeathed to it in 1933 by the
genius of Bismarck and the folly of his successors. Or alternatively
the historian may seek his explanation, not in a hypothetical racial
Sthos of the Reichsdeutsch fraction of the population of Europe, but
in the verifiable acts of the Allied and Associated Powers in 1919-20*
Comparing the terms and spirit of the Peace Settlement of Paris
with those of the Peace Settlement of Vienna, he may come to the
conclusion that the Great Power which had suffered defeat in the
War of 1914-18 was treated by the victors with greater harshness
and contumely than the victors in the War of 1792-1815 imported
into their settlement of accounts with the Great Power which had

